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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 



Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH (S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

• Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) I3 Claim(s) 1-30 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-30 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)Q Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) 03 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) Q Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

In claims 1, 12-14, 26, the phrase "at least about" is vague and indefinite barring a 
showing in the specification as to what the values around the endpoint are envisioned to be 
encompassed by the word "about". Ex parte Lee, 3 1 USPQ2d 1 105 (BdPatApp&Int. 1993). In 
the instant case, Applicant have used the mathematical expression "less than about" (or its 
equivalents). In the present case, the phrases used have exact meaning s (i.e., "greater than X" 
and/or "less than X") which are combined with a non-exact modifier (i.e., about). As such, the 
expressions are indefinite since the exact expression(s) "at least" and "less than" require(s) an 
exact endpoint and the modifier "about" removes that exact endpoint. Only in cases where it is 
clear from provided experimental data what the "about" is intended to encompass are the phrases 
"less than about" or "greater than about" (or their equivalents) considered definite. 

Claim 15 is vague and indefinite because it is unclear what constitutes "substantially" 
non-aqueous (as compared to simply being non-aqueous). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-18, 22-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
GARVEY ET AL (6,217,707) in view of KLOFTA ET AL (US 6,238,682). 

GARVEY ET AL discloses a tissue sheet having an additive composition of wax and oil 
applied thereto, said sheet being suitable for wiping or cleansing. Said composition has a 
melting point of 30-70 C, wherein said composition contains 30-90 wt% oil, 10-40 wt% wax 
such as paraffin wax, and optionally fragrance. The composition is applied to the sheet by 
heating the composition above the melting point, applying the molten composition by roller or 
spraying, (line 32-53, col. 4; line 52-55, col. 5; line 66, col. 5 to line 60, col. 6; line 13-35, col. 
7; line 5-15, col. 10) However, the reference does not explicitly disclose the melting point of the 
wax. 

KLOFTA ET AL discloses that it is well known in the art to incorporate waxes such as 
paraffin waxes having melting points of at least 25 C in additive compositions for tissues and 
sheets in order to prevent undesirable migration of other components of the additive composition 
prior to use. (line 48-68, col. 22; line 52-59, col. 23; line 18-22, col. 24). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to apply a fragrance and an additive composition which is solid at room 
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temperature comprising wax and oil to a sheet in order to obtain an aesthetically pleasing 
cleansing sheet material. One of ordinary skill in the art would have selected the relative and 
total amounts of wax, oil, and perfume applied to the sheet (claims 5-7, 22-23) based on the 
weight of the sheet material, the desired amount of lotion or surface treating composition to be 
released/transferred upon application or contact with a surface, handling characteristics, and cost 
considerations. It would have been obvious to utilize known spraying methods (claim 28) or 
rolling methods (claim 27) to apply the coating to the sheet. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have incorporated the fragrance into the wax and oil composition (claim 29) in order to 
reduce the number of application and sheet treatment steps. Alternatively, one of ordinary skill 
in the art would have applied the fragrance and the wax-oil composition separately (claim 30) in 
order to independently control the amount and location of the fragrance and/or to avoid 
undesirable thermal degradation of the fragrance compound. 

5. Claims 1-17, 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
SCHEUER (US 3,619,380) in view of KLOFTA ET AL (US 6,238,682). 

SCHEUER discloses a tissue or nonwoven sheet having an additive composition of wax 
(e.g., paraffin wax), oil, and perfume applied thereto, said sheet being suitable for wiping or 
cleansing, (entire document, lines 33-35, col. 3) However, the reference does not explicitly 
disclose the melting point of the wax. 

KLOFTA ET AL discloses that it is well known in the art to incorporate waxes such as 
paraffin waxes having melting points of at least 25 C in additive compositions for tissues and 
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sheets in order to prevent undesirable migration of other components of the additive composition 
prior to use. (line 48-68, col. 22; line 52-59, col. 23; line 18-22, col. 24). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to apply a fragrance and an additive composition comprising wax which is 
solid at room temperature and oil to a sheet in order to obtain an attractive, fragrant cleaning 
sheet material that retains the additive composition until used (i.e., applied to a surface). One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have selected the relative and total amounts of wax, oil, and 
perfume applied to the sheet (claims 5-7, 22-23) based on the weight of the sheet material, the 
desired amount of lotion or surface treating composition to be released/transferred upon 
application or contact with a surface, handling characteristics, and cost considerations. 

6. Claims 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over SCHEUER 
(US 3,619,380) in view of KLOFTA ET AL (US 6,238,682) as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of ABE ET AL (US 6,241,835). 

ABE ET AL discloses that it is well known in the art to form effective cleaning sheet 
products from heat-bonded nonwoven sheets comprising synthetic fibers which have been cut to 
provide brushing portions as recited in claim 21. (Abstract; line 4-11, 25-32, col. 4) 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use a known cleaning sheet material with brush or fringe portions as the 
substrate in SCHEUER in order to increase dust pickup and also increase the amount of contact 
between cleaning sheet to surface. It also would have been obvious to use conventional, 
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commercially available nonwoven materials such as those derived from hydroentangled fibers 
(claim 19) as components in the multilayer cleaning sheet. 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vivian Chen whose telephone number is (571) 272-1506. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 8:30 AM to 6 PM. The 
examiner can also be reached on alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Deborah Jones, can be reached on (571) 272-1535. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

The General Information telephone number for Technology Center 1700 is (571) 272- 

1700. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

February 6, 2005 



Conclusion 




Vivian Chen 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1773 



